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REMARKS 

In the Non-Final Office Action of June 4, 2007, the Examiner has rejected claims 1, 2, 4- 
7, 9-12, 14 and 15. Reconsideration and allowance of outstanding claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14 and 
15 in view of the following remarks are requested. 

A- Re jection of Claims 1. 2, 4-7, 9-12. 14 and 15 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 6 and 11, under 35 USC § 103(a), as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Publication Number 2003/0128696 to Wengrovitz ("Wengrovitz") in 
view of Sengodan, et. al. (USPN 6,918,034) ("Sengodan"). For the reasons stated below, 
applicant respectfully disagrees. 

First, the Office Action reads "Wengrovitz teaches ...an encryption unit configured to 
receive a voice block and generate an encrypted voice block, said voice block having a block 
size, wherein said packet size is not divisible by said block size and yields a remainder 
(Wengrovitz, Paragraph 043)," 

It is respectfully submitted that paragraph [0043] of Wengrovitz, which is shown below, 

does not disclose, teach or suggest that " said voice block having a block size, wherein said 

packet size is not divisible by said block size and yields a remainder ." 

[0043] Several factors may determine whether to encode the packet, and if 
so, the type of encoding to be performed. For example, if the packet 
received has already been encoded by the transmitting device itself, no 
encoding may be performed. Alternatively, the IP telephone appliance may 
decide to encode the packet even if already encoded, but using an 
encryption mode different than the one employed by the encoding device. 

Applicant respectfully submits that there is no statement in paragraph [0043] of 

Wengrovitz that can be interpreted to show "said voice block having a block size, wherein said 
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packet size is not divisible by said block size and yields a remainder." 

Turning to Sengodan, applicant respectfully submits that Sengodan fails to disclose, teach 
or suggest "a packet block manager configured to divide said encoded voice packet into a 
plurality of first voice blocks each having said block size, and provide said plurality of first voice 
blocks to said encryption unit, said packet block manager further configured to create a 
remainder voice block having said block size and including remainder bytes of said encoded 
voice packet and additional bytes from said plurality of first voice blocks and provide said 
remainder voice block to said encryption unit." With respect to the mini-packets, Sengodan 
explains, as follows (see col. 8, lines 2-21): 



invention. lli>\. a decision \> m:i<!e ,is u.i wfccthci the 
mini -jacket is cuvryplcri 410. H* tfu ntim-packct is 
viKfypted 420, p-;*.«.Mim; is aiUfcil. Hiho input tactual ctaia) K 
»!' size "n" ami Ilk* block is "k". tlkrt Ihc entoimi 
p^rMiti:; "p" is given hy: 



ivrc to |<|f i. 5 iDt.iKKr.Hi:s ;i paiMird mini p:i<'krt 500 

according to iK- piwwul invcmii»a In Mi. 5. the nnni« 
partil 510 iiiuwuts a tltts l»]tx*U 512. tVkim^ i»f ;v-I 522 
is £fhfacl. I'.vrn liir lilt; r.isc whi'iV sht: mini>pa«*kd via- 

equal* an mineral iu\t!;ipk of ihc hkvk si/r. I;. f uridine 
i;t|U.iiiU£ one l>!ocU »s ;i<Kfctl, tn .inv can:, itic last [>^<Uliiu; 
hvii- 524 uulicnics liw mrtuhv.i ol fwiWtuii f>\Us. Pic p~l 
i.v:(!(itiii> hyut* 522 Cvsuti! he .irtiirjrity vln»v.si. Ilk- cinl- 
poims nl'llw sccoriiy .iss^dulioii arc ;i\vm<v uf tlic ^ncry|>ik>ti 
(iH'di:imsin ami |t;it'Amcli.rs. 11k KVi)itc»t after riiviyitftiif. 
the rui(ii-pw:ki:1 !o!>ks l»v tosi. hy<<- 524 |o fli'lcrrRmc- tin: 
oumKi of p.iJtlini; bytes 522 uswi. 

First, it is respectfully submitted that Sengodan fails to teach, disclose or suggest "divide 
said encoded voice packet into a plurality of first voice blocks each having said block size" and 
"create a remainder voice block having said block size." As explained in the background section 
of Sengodan, these mini-packets are multiplexed in RTP payloads. (Col. 3, lines 48-50.) 
Applicant respectfully submits that there is no statement in Sengodan that an encoded voice 
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packet is received and divided into a plurality of first voice blocks and a remainder voice block. 

Second, as explained in Sengodan, the padding is always added, even for a mini-packet 
that is divisible. ( See col. 8, lines 13-15.) This is contrary to claim 1 of the present invention, 
where a divisible voice packet would not lead to remainder bytes and, thus, would not need a 
remainder voice block that needs to have additional bytes. 

Third, Sengodan states that padding bytes could be arbitrarily chosen (see col. 8, lines 16- 
17), and it does not disclose, teach or suggest "remainder voice block having said block size and 
including remainder bytes of said encoded voice packet and additional bytes from said plurality 
of first voice blocks ." 

Applicant respectfully submits that at least for the reasons stated above, claim 1 of the 
present application is patentably distinguishable over Wengrovitz in view of Sengodan. Further, 
independent claims 6 and 11 include limitations similar to those of claim 1, and should be 
allowed for the same reasons. 

Further, applicant respectfully submits that claims 2, 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 14 and 15 depend 
from claims 1, 6 and 11, respectively, and should be allowed at least for the same reasons stated 
above in conjunction with patentability of claim 1 . 
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B. Conclusion 

For all the foregoing reasons, an early Notice of Allowance directed to claims 1 , 2, 4-7, 9- 
12, 14 and 15 is respectfully requested. 



FARJAMI & FARJAMI LLP 
26522 La Alameda Ave., Suite 360 
Mission Viejo, California 92691 
Telephone: (949)282-1000 
Facsimile: (949)282-1002 



Respectfully Submitted, 
FARJAMI & FARJAMI LLP 




Farshad Farjami 
Reg. No. 41,014 
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I hereby certify (hat this correspondence is being filed by facsimile transmission 
to United States Patent and Trademark Office at facsimile number (571) 273- 
8300, on the date stated below. 
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